ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Ken Bressett September 10, 1993 

P.O. Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960-0145 
Dear Ken: 

Here is my initial stream of thought on the 1831 theory. 
Please keep it confidential. Please let me have your comments on 
it. 

I don't even know if this material was submitted to me when 
it was being prepared as I received so much I could only study a 
portion of it. 

Let me hear from you when you receive your copy of the book. 


Sincerely, 



Eric P. Newman 


EPN/ts 



(Confidential Draft of Julian - Bowers position with 
opposite view not yet included) 


WHEN WERE THE DIES MADE FOR THE 1804 DOLLARS AND THE 1801, 
1802 AND 1803 NOVODEL OR "RESTRIKE" DOLLARS. 

Great emphasis has recently been placed on the assumption 
that the dies for the 1804 dollar and its associated 1801, 1802, 
and 1803 novodel or "restrike" dollars were substantially prepared 
in 1831 rather than in 1834 or at the subsequent times when the 
coins were first struck. It is exciting to create numismatic 
theories on mysterious matters and to want to believe them and have 
others believe them. It also may seem loyal to numismatics to try 
to improve the image of prominent coins created by Mint officials 
under weird circumstances and justified thereafter with false 
statements by Mint officials. However such theories should not be 
given credence either without some factual support or in a 
situation where substantial alternative explanations are reasonably 
available. 

It is with that in mind that a review of certain comments in 
the encyclopedic Silver Dollars and Trade Dollars of the United 
States by Q. David Bowers might be appropriate. 

In connection with the lifting in 1831 of the 1806 ban on 
coinage of U.S. dollars Robert W. Julian in Chapter 5 (p. 432 col. 
2, f 5) stated that 

" it seems likely that Director Moore ordered Chief Coiner 
Adam Eckfeldt, whose department prepared working dies in 
those days, to make up several dollar dies. It appears that 
four obverses were made as compared to two reverses. The 




intent seems to have been to have two pairs with an 
additional two obverses for emergency purposes. One of the 
obverses, later to be used for the 1801 Proof novodel, did 
not have stars, date or even carry the word LIBERTY. M 

" These dies used the old Liberty head and eagle hubs last 
used for the dies of 1803 but also incorporated certain 
changes, such as a beaded border, introduced by William Kneass 
in 1828. This, of course, shows that the dies could not have 
been made before 1828 and does not prove that they were made 
in 1831." 

" There was no dollar coinage in 1831 **". 


This language may seem confusing to a reader. First it states 
that dies appear to have been made up in 1831, then it describes 
some details of the dies, then it admits that the design of the 
dies does not prove that the dies were made in 1831. 

Julian goes on to state concerning the 1801, 1802, 1803 and 
1804 obverse dies "There was absolutely no point in creating that 
many obverse dies in 1834 for just a tiny run of dollar coins, and 
the only logical time for the dies to have been made was 1831 when 
dollar coinage was contemplated but not carried out." 

No probative data is presented as to any of the foregoing. Julian 
proposes that for contemplated coinage in 1831 multiple dies were 
created bearing dates several decades earlier and not dated 1831. 
There is no evidence given that dollar coinage was then 
contemplated. There was no steam press for dollar size coins or 
other special and necessary equipment for dollar coinage. 

New machinery was then being developed for the subsidiary silver 
coinage with reeded edges. While a basis is given as to why dies 
for the dollar coins might have been prepared if dollar coinage was 
to be struck, no justification whatever is given as to why pattern 
dies for dollars should be made in 1831 and dated several decades 


earlier. 


In a further discussion Julian also reasons why the 1804 date 
was used instead of 1834. He feels that collectors might have been 
unhappy if unable to get dollars dated 1834, but those dated 1804 
"were another matter". Assuming collectors did then collect 
dollars by date, Julian is indicating a deceptive practice was 
chosen by the Mint to irritate collectors to a lesser degree. 

Chapter 6 is written by Q. David Bowers himself and refers to 
the 1801, 1802, 1803 and 1804 novodels. He points out that the 
dies were not made earlier than the 1830s leaving the date rather 
flexible. The title to the illustration on page 440 however 
specifically states that the dies were cut sometime between 1831 
and 1834 and the illustration on page 441 gives the date as circa 
1831 -1834. 

It is suggested that the 1801 obverse die was completed at a 
substantially later date than the 1802, 1803 and 1804 obverse dies 
(p. 445, col. 1, lines 13-16). 

Then Bowers restates Julian's 1831 die preparation theories 
by guoting 5 full paragraphs (p. 447, cols. 1 & 2) of Julian's 
prior presentation from pp. 432-433. This may be the speediest 
quotation and citation in literature because one author is quoted 
by another author 14 pages later in the same publication. A 
reaffirmation by Bowers of Julian's theory is in the next subtitle 
reading " Dies on hand at the Mint in 1831" and an explanation that 
six novodel dies were on hand in various conditions at the U.S. 
Mint in 1831 with protective words as to this theory such as " It 
is possible that", "logical assumption" and "per this scenario". 


It is next asserted that anyone asking the Mint for a dollar coin 
between 1831 and 1834 "presumably" would get one. This assumes 
that the dies were available to be used for those who asked , but 
no evidence was given that anyone had reason to ask or had asked. 

Finally it is pointed out there was no evidence or indication 
in literature that there was any chicanery, deception, fraud or 
anything misleading in the original distribution of the Class I 
1804 dollars. There is no mention that minting coins with a date 
other than the year of striking was a violation of the law (See 
The Fantastic 1804 Dollar , p. 69, also see Section 10 of the Act 
of April 2, 1792). Bowers commentary continues with a statement 
that the 1804 Class I dollars were " Produced openly and with no 
intent to deceive." The book shows that they did deceive the 
entire numismatic world for more than a century including some of 
their own Mint officials. Eckfeldt knowingly retained one of the 
pieces for his (subsequently the U.S. Mint) Collection. The book 
shows that they did deceive the public in 1842 when Mint officials 
published the 1804 dollar as the type of dollar coin minted during 
the 1797-1805 period. There is an explanation that the eagle was 
dated 1804 for the presentation sets because there had been some 
coined during 1804 and dated 1804 but no explanation as to the need 
in 1834 for new eagle dies dated 1804 and coins struck from them. 
The eagle was not dated 1834 like the balance of the gold coins 
made in the presentation sets. 

Then in a return to the "1831 or shortly thereafter" theory 
for the Mint contemplating to make new silver dollars for 
circulation it is asserted that " In anticipation of this, some 



specimen coins dated 1804 were made from dies which employed old 
punches." (p. 466 col. 1, lines 1-3) The assertion of 1831 die 
production and mintage is promoted by the statement " Specimens of 
1804 dated dollars were on hand from 1831, or else a few more were 
made in 1834. " (p. 466, col. 1, line 32-33). 

Then follows a comment that Mint officials did not want to 
produce silver dollars dated 1834-1835 for there was no 
authorization to make these." (p. 466, col. 1, lines 24-27) It 
does not state that the actual authorization for presentation sets 
did not even refer to a date, thus the authorization was as much 
for one denomination in the sets as any other. 



Kenneth Bressett 

Post Office Box 60145 
Colorado Springs, CO 80960 


September 20, 1993 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric, 

Thanks for sending me your thoughts about the "1831 theory" 
in Bowers' new book. When I read proofs, I disagreed with 
the theory, but felt it was his right to express a unique 
opinion. 

Here are my observations: 

1. In 1831 it would have been reasonable to believe that the 
old Bust design would be changed for any new dollar coinage. 
All other denominations had been changed by then. 

2. The size of a new dollar coin (in 1831) would have been 
smaller than the old Bust coins. All other coins underwent a 
size change to accommodate new minting equipment. There was 
no reason to think that old large size dies would ever again 
be needed for regular coinage. The beaded borders prove that 
these dies were indented for use on new equipment. 

3. The reconstructed dies were most likely made by Christian 
Gobrecht. They show his fine craftsmanship, including the 
new letters used for the odd 1801 novodel. He did not start 
work for the mint until around 1834 (for Peale) or 1835. 

4. Gobrecht's work was probably done for Peale in hopes of 
using it on his new machinery. They would not have use old 
designs except for Proof coins, or experimental piece. They 
were both intent on making new and better coins. 

5. There was no reason for the 1801 obverse die to be made 
later than the others... except to make a series of novodel 
Proof pieces, for exhibition or other purposes. 

6. There is no way to explain how the broken hair punch was 
used out of sequence if the 01, 02, 03 and 04 dies were all 
made in 1831. Why would they make so many anti-dated dies in 
anticipation of a regular coinage in 1831? This makes no 
sense. 

Kenneth Bressett, Editor + A Guide Book of United States Coins + Fax (719) 579-8012 + Tel (719) 579-8217 


7. There was no reason to make dies of unusual Proof coins 
when no collectors were asking for any of them. The Mint did 
not intend to get into the business of making or selling 
such things. (Even though Peale probably wanted to) 

8. Why would fancy Proof dies be made in 1831 when there was 
no press capable of using them; no way to strike them, and 
no reason to want such coins? 

9. The 1804 coins were possibly made with good intent for 
the diplomatic presentation sets. Or perhaps as something to 
test the new Gobrecht/Peale equipment. There is no reason to 
think that all of this was anticipated in 1831. 

10. The 1804's were only revealed after 1842 when there was 
a chance of selling or trading them for profit. It probably 
wasn't until after that when the novodels of other dates 
were conceived...for additional sales. There were plenty of 
uncirculated early date dollars still around for collectors. 

11. The 1804 Dollar and Eagle had to be made from new dies 
because Proofs were wanted to go in the sets together with 
Proofs of the 1834 coins. That situation could not have been 
anticipated in 1831 before the sets were ordered, and before 
equipment was available to strike such coins. 

12. The anti-dated Proof dollars and eagles were probably 
not considered illegal or exceptional by Peale and/or others 
because they would have been thought of as medals. They were 
probably made on the medal press, not on the regular coin 
press. But none of this could be conceived in 1831. 

13. The new equipment needed for beaded-edge, small-size, 
Proof dollars was not available before 1834-35. Old punches 
were probably used to make experimental dies for testing and 
comparing the new equipment with what had been done in the 
past. That sounds like Peale's work. The testing would have 
to have been done later than 1831. There was no reason to 
make these dies...even partially prepared dies...prior to 
1834. 

14. The Mint was not in the habit of making partial dies in 
anticipation of future coinage...At least not with such a 
time lapse as Julian suggests. They could have rusted or 
been damaged if left sitting around so long. 

15. Did the last users of Bust Dollar dies anticipate a 
resumed coinage 30 years hence? Why didn't they use some of 
their "spare" dies in the last years of coinage instead of 
overdating old dies, and using only two reverse dies until 
they were worn to death? 


Perhaps this will give you some new things to consider. 




BOWERS AND MERENA 

GALLERIES, INC. 


September 27, 1993 


fjeurfriends in the rare cein business 


Mr. Kenneth E. Bressett 
American Numismatic Association 
PO Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960 
Dear Ken: 

Thank you for your letter of the 20th. I always enjoy your correspondence. 

With regard to the novodel dollars of 1801-1802-1803, my commentary was based upon 
these pieces not being marketed until circa 1876, and there being made on planchets of 
trade dollar weight. So far as I know, no earlier patterns, or anything else were made on 
planchets of trade dollar weight prior to the 1870s. 

Inasmuch as you and Eric both saw my original text, if there is a "rebuttal" forthcoming, I 
feel it would have been nice to have shared your thoughts with me earlier, so that both 
sides could have been presented in the book. I certainly am not taking any firm stand on 
the situation one way or the other, and, as always, am open to new information. If your 
"rebuttal" as you put it, discredits what I had to say, then some future edition can make 
changes. 



Q. David Bowers 


cc: Eric P. Newman 
QDB/ebm 


BOX 1224 • WOLFEBORO, NH 03894 • (800) 222-5993 • (603) 569-5095 • 


FAX: (603) 569-5319 







ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. P. Scott Rubin September 27, 1993 

P.0. Box 6885 
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648 


Dear Scott: 

Here is my tentative form of 1804 blast. Please feel free to 
suggest any changes. You may naturally use any thoughts for your 
presentation. 

I probably would like to submit it for publication in the COAC 
proceeding. 

I have sent a copy to Ken Bressett and offered a copy to Q. 
David. Please don't release it to anyone else yet. I have spent 
a great deal of time refining it as it is so close to my heart or 
gall bladder or whatever. 



Eric P. Newman 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Q- David Bowers September 27, 1993 

Box 1224 

Wolfeboro, NH 03894 


Dear Dave: 

I wish to thank you very much for your wonderful Silver Dollar 
Encyclopedia. It represents a mountain of work for a guy with a 
mountain of talent. While you indicate you obtained a mountain of 
help from a mountain of people that doesn't compare with you 
building a mountain of data with a mountain of hours of devotion. 
On behalf of everyone who helped you it was a privilege to be asked 
to participate. 

I naturally first read the final version of the portion of the 
book which interested me most, namely the 1804 and other novodel 
dollars. In it I believe you have an item for the Guiness Book of 
Records. I think you have produced the fastest literary quotation 
in history. In Chapter 6, page 447 you quote five full paragraphs 
from Robert W. Julian's Chapter 5, pages 432-433. Can you imagine 
one author quoting another author 14 pages later in the same 
publication. That matches the speed of enlightening. 



Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 6310$ 


Kenneth Bressett September 27, 1993 

P.0. Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960-0145 


Dear Ken: 

Your September 20, 1993 letter about the 1831 die making 
theory is most appreciated. I was pleased to get some very 
important pointers out of it. 

I decided not to tangle with Julian on this matter again 
because I find I already had done so in 1970. I agree that Bowers 
wanted everyone's theories out in the open but probably was too 
liberal. 

I decided to rewrite the basics in full as to the early stages 
of the novodels and enclose a copy. This I may publish as part of 
CO AC and am sending a copy to Scott Rubin to help him in his 
presentation. Please correct or add to any part of what I have 
written and advise me. 

Thanks again. 


Sincerely, 



Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Q. David Bowers September 27, 1993 

Box 1224 

Wolfeboro, NH 03894 


Dear Dave: 

When you let Bob Julian write Chapter 5 of your Silver Dollar 
Book you let let him repeat the theory he first proposed in 1970. 
I and perhaps many others disagreed then and still do. 

You in writing Chapter 6 gave his theory encouragement but 
retained your position that it may or may not constitute what 
happened. You left everything open for anyone to have his own 
opinion. You obviously wanted to present all options to your 
readers. 

I have just written a 4 typewritten page summary of what my 
opinion is, including the basis for it. I may publish it as part 
of the coming October 30, 1993 COAC at ANS on silver dollars. I 
may place it elsewhere or in two places. Would you like to read 
it and make suggestions, challenges, etc. first. Perhaps you might 
want to publish it in the Rare Coin Review simultaneously with the 
place I end up selecting. 

Let me know if this interests you. 



Eric P. Newman 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

September 29, 1993 


Mr. Q. David Bowers 
P.O. Box 1224 
Wolfeboro, NH 03894 

Dear Dave: 

I am leaving tomorrow morning for a cruise. Ken has gone on vacation. I just 
received a copy of your letter to Ken dated 9/27/93 about the novodel matter. 

I really do not think that there is much of a problem as to what you wrote about 
the 1801, 1802 and 1803 novodels. Opinions may vary as to when the dies were 
cut and when completed. I have never expressed any opinion as to when the coins 
were struck except to point out rust on the 1803 pieces. I accept your point of 
view on striking until evidence indicates otherwise. 

When Bob Julian's theories as to the 1831 creation of the dies was published in 
THE NUMISMATIST for January 1970, I specifically wrote that I disagreed and 
that others did. That was published on page 6 along with Bob's article. Bob Julian 
knew that then and I presume when he wrote Chapter 5 for you. I think he sincerely 
believes it, but is not as specific as he was in 1970. I have never changed my view. 

You quoted P. Scott Rubin as disagreeing with Julian. Rubin earlier this year 
selected the 1801, 1802 and 1803 novodel topic for his presentation at the ANS 
C.O.A.C. to be held on Silver Dollars on October 30, 1993 in New York. 

You in your book showed that there were different points of view. You may have 
favored one view more than another. For me to try to strengthen my opinion 
or challenge Julian's opinion again would have been argumentative. Ken may 
feel the same way. 

I will be glad to straighten out the matter any way which is practical. You realize 
that in one of my letters to you dated 9/27/93 I anticipated your comments of 
the same day to Ken. Mental telepathy of course. 

We are still tackling the toughest numismatic puzzle there is. I have been at 
it for 32 years. What fun. 

My best, 



Eric P. Newman 


EPN:bv 

c: Ken Bressett 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue ,S>. Louis, Missouri 63 10$ 

September 29, 1993 


Mr. Q. David Bowers 
P.O. Box 1224 
Wolfeboro, NH 03894 

Dear Dave: 

I am leaving tomorrow morning for a cruise. Ken has gone on vacation. I just 
received a copy of your letter to Ken dated 9/27/93 about the novodel matter. 

I really do not think that there is much or a problem as to what you wrote about 
the 1801, 1802 and 1803 novodels. Opinions may vary as to when the dies were 
cut and when completed, 1 have never expressed any opinion as to when the coins 
were struck except to point out rust on the 1803 pieces. I accept your point of 
view on striking until evidence indicates otherwise. 

When Bob Julian's theories as to the 1831 creation of the dies was published in 
THE NUMISMATIST for January 1970, I specifically wrote that I disagreed and 
that others did. That was published on page 6 along with Bob’s article. Bob Julian 
knew that then and I presume when he wrote Chapter 5 for you. I think he sincerely 
believes it, but is not as specific as he was in 1970. I have never changed my view. 

You quoted P. Scott Rubin as disagreeing with Julian. Rubin earlier this year 
selected the 1801, 1802 and 1803 novodel topic for his presentation at the ANS 
C.O.A.C. to be held on Silver Dollars on October 30, 1993 in New York. 

You in your book showed that there were different points of view. You may have 
favored one view more than another, for me to try to strengthen my opinion 
or challenge Julian's opinion again would have been argumentative. Ken may 
feel the same way. 

I will be glad to straighten out the matter any way which is practical. You realize 
that in one of my letters to you dated 9/27/93 I anticipated your comments of 
the same day to Ken. Mental telepathy of course. 

We are still tackling the toughest numismatic puzzle there is. I have been at 
it for 32 years. What fun. 

My best, 


EPN.-bv 

c: Ken Bressetl 


Eric P. Newman 







BOWERS AND MERENA 

GALLERIES, INC. 


ty^ur friends in the rare coin business 


October 1, 1993 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis , Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Thank you for your several letters all received today. In order: 

With regard to donations, just let me know what your requirements are. 


With regard to the silver dollar book and the quotation, I'll double check this for unnecessary use 
of verbiage and will make an appropriate deletion in a future edition—I am speaking of the Bob 
Julian commentary quoted shortly thereafter. Sometimes in the writing of these things one cannot 
"see the forest for the trees," so to speak. 


It probably will be the case that the section on silver dollars 1794-1804 will be reprinted separately, 
with updating. That would be a fine place to make any corrections, other opinions, and so on. 

With regard to the commentary about not agreeing with what Bob Julian wrote, I would be very 
happy to see the four typewritten pages you mention. I will not be at the October 30, 1993 
Coinage of America conference, as my schedule is too hectic, but I did appreciate the invitation 
extended to me by ANS. 

I am not sure that in my book I presented anything really "new" in the line of thinking on the 
subject of the 1801-1802-1803 coins, so far as basic background is concerned. Using available 
information, I suggested that they may have been struck for the first time in the 1870s. Anyway, 
why don't you send along what you want to, and if I have some challenge to make, I will do it. 


BOX 1 2 24 • WOLFEBORO, NH 03 8 94 • (800) 222 - 5 993 • (603 ) 5 69 - 5095 • FAX: (603 ) 5 69- 5 3 1 9 




Otherwise I would be happy to use this in a Rare Coin Review. An issue of the Rare Coin Review 
is now being worked on for publication for the end of this month or in November, so it would be 
very timely to send it along as soon as possible—as we are doing the editorial portion first. 


With regard to Brasher, thank you for replying to Mr. Annaloro. 


With regard to the business strike silver dollars of 1795-1803, a great deal of the information in the 
book, particularly with regard to die progressions, is new—at least new in one place at one time. 

If you have any corrections or suggestions for any of these entries please send them along. After 
reading what Bolender had to say and looking through recent auction catalogues, I came to the 
conclusion—rightly or wrongly—that 1795-1803 business strike dollars are probably the most 
overlooked significant series in early numismatics (or perhaps early gold coins are in the same 
category). The 1794 has been nicely studied by Jack Collins, but not much had been done on the 
other business strikes. Of course, the work you and Ken have done on the 1804 and the various 
"restrikes" is superb. 

I look forward to hearing from you further about the appraisal. 


Best wishes. 



Q. David Bowers 


QDB/ebm 


BOWERS AND MERENA 

GALLERIES, INC. 


fljaur friends in the rare coin business 


October 5, 1993 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric: 


Thank you for your letter of the 29th. I shall send a copy of my reply to Ken Bressett. I was not 
aware of the disagreement concerning the 1831 creation-a situation of oversight. 


With regard to the situation in an absolute sense, in any future edition of the book, if Bob Julian's 
view does not seem credible to me I simply will delete it, as I do not want the book to be a forum 
for the perpetuation of information that is not current. Alternatively, I could put it in small print at 
the end of the 1804 section where I quote a whole bunch of stuff on the matter—such as B. Max 
Mehl's (new) die variety. This would set it in a historical context. 


I have no vested interest one way or the other, and am simply trying to present what seems to be 
the most reasonable current view. During the course of the book, I disagreed with a number of 
things that Bob Julian had to say, and if it could not be resolved, I simply omitted them. He and I 
have different views, for example, on the way that Liberty Seated silver dollars were circulated, 
especially after 1850, when they were in essence bouillon coins (not covered by the Act of 
February 21, 1853). 


With regard to the 1801-1802-1803 restrikes, I sent Scott Rubin the information in its draft stages, 
and any comments he gave were incorporated in the text. If he has some new or dramatically 
different opinions now. I'd be happy to learn of them. 

In summary, with regard to Bob Julian's opinion about 1831,1 take the blame for not having read 
your commentary in The Numismatist, January 1970. I agree that there is no sense getting into 
arguments for arguments' sake, especially if it has already been done in print before. 


BOX 1 2 24 • WOLFEBORO, NH 03 8 94 • (800) 2 2 2- 5 993 • (603 ) 5 69 - 5 09 5 • FAX: (603) 5 69 - 5 3 1 9 




With regard to the 1801-1804 novodels in general, sometime if you want to mark up the text—and 
I'm not referring to the 1970 matter with Bob Julian as I can do that from this end—and make 
comments and corrections, even trivial ones, I would of course be happy to have this. 


The more I hear about the upcoming conference at the American Numismatic Society, the more I 
feel I should have accepted an invitation to speak. My only problem here is with time—about 
enough things to do 50 hours a day and only 24 to do them in. I did give a presentation at COAC 
last year (or was it the year before?), was there for the Stack memorial for Norman, and pop in 
every now and then to say "hello." During the course of working on the silver dollar book, Frank 
Campbell was truly wonderful to me with my research requests. 


Best personal regards. 



QDB/ebm 


cc: Ken Bressett 

PS: With regard to the Rare Coin Review and the 1831 silver dollar situation, without being 
argumentative (to pick up on your comment), if you'd like to write something for the Rare Coin 
Review (as earlier you said you might want to do), and want to send a commentary along I'd be 
happy to take care of it. Thanks. 
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BOWERS AND MERENA 

GALLERIES, INC. 


October 21, 1993 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 


yourfriends in the rare coin business 


Thank you for your note and for the printout. If this is the final form, I'll keep it in my file on 
1794-1804 dollars, and use it when the book is updated. If there is another version coming, why 
don't you send it along in due course? 

With regard to item #20,1 think this argument is weak inasmuch as numerous gold coins of this 
era do exist with die breaks. You might want to check die production as compared to the number 
of strikings of gold coins in this era, but, off hand (without checking on my own), I would be 
surprised if gold coin dies measurably outlasted silver coin dies. Otherwise, there would not be so 
many different varieties today existing from such a limited coinage. 

From what you sent, it is quite clear that if a new silver dollar was being considered in 1831 for 
regular (not presentation), coinage purposes, without a doubt the Capped Bust design currently 
employed on other coinages would be used—just as it was when the 1831 quarter was produced. 
This is a very important point. 

Although you use the term, if you like the novodel nomenclature, you might reinforce it, as, 
clearly, none of the coins under discussion is a "restrike." 

In the title of the paper you may wish to add something to indicate that the 1804 eagle under 
discussion is not the regular issue. This is not a problem with the 1804 silver dollar, as there was 
no regular issue 1804. 

Your title says this a "restatement," whereas the first paragraph indicates that it is "updated." It 
might be desirable to point out in a summary paragraph exactly what in the updating is new. Also, 
it might be desirable to refer the reader to sources containing the basic foundation of your 
premises—including, of course, your book and the updating you did on the 25th anniversary of 
the book. 


Eric, thank you for sharing this with me. 
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BOWERS AND MERENA 


GALLERIES, INC. 


(your friends in the rare coin business 


October 21, 1993 

Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Thank you for your note and for the printout. If this is the final form. I'll keep it in my file on 
1794-1804 dollars, and use it when the book is updated. If there is another version coming, why 
don't you send it along in due course? 

With regard to item #20,1 think this argument is weak inasmuch as numerous gold coins of this 
era do exist with die breaks. You might want to check die production as compared to the number 
of strikings of gold coins in this era, but, off hand (without checking on my own), I would be 
surprised if gold coin dies measurably outlasted silver coin dies. Otherwise, there would not be so 
many different varieties today existing from such a limited coinage. 

From what you sent, it is quite clear that if a new silver dollar was being considered in 1831 for 
regular (not presentation), coinage purposes, without a doubt the Capped Bust design currently 
employed on other coinages would be used—just as it was when the 1831 quarter was produced. 
This is a very important point. 

Although you use the term, if you like the novodel nomenclature, you might reinforce it, as, 
clearly, none of the coins under discussion is a "restrike." 

In the title of the paper you may wish to add something to indicate that the 1804 eagle under 
discussion is not the regular issue. This is not a problem with the 1804 silver dollar, as there was 
no regular issue 1804. 

Your title says this a "restatement," whereas the first paragraph indicates that it is "updated." It 
might be desirable to point out in a summary paragraph exactly what in the updating is new. Also, 
it might be desirable to refer the reader to sources containing the basic foundation of your 
premises—including, of course, your book and the updating you did on the 25th anniversary of 
the book. 

Eric, thank you for sharing this with me. 



Q. David Bowers 
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BOWERS AND MERENA 


GALLERIES, INC. 


ffeurfriends in the rare coin business 


October 22, 1993 


Mr. Kenneth E. Bressett 
Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960-0145 
Dear Ken: 

In a group of postcards the other day I obtained this item from Keene—of no value at all, but just a 
reminder that postcards certainly are interesting to collect. I have been putting together a set of 
Wolfeboro postcards over a period of years and have somewhat over 500 different! I imagine that 
probably more than 1,000 could be collected from Keene. The postcard hobby is sort of like the 
coin hobby was years ago—very low prices, many interesting things available, enthusiastic and 
knowledgeable dealers selling them, and a lot of fun. 

With regard to postcards of a specific town, when a specialized collection is acquired, it is possible 
to see over a period of years how trees have grown up and then have been cut down or replaced, 
how automobiles have changed, how buildings have risen and fallen, and so on. 


I received a printout from Eric Newman the other day of his updating on the 1804 dollar. I don't 
have a copy of my silver dollar book here, but it is certain that if a new silver dollar was 
contemplated in 1831, the design would not have been of the old Draped Bust style but, instead, 
would have been of the Capped Bust style. Thus, any future edition of the book will reflect that 
the "original" 1804-dated dollars, Class I, were only made up as presentation pieces and in no way 
were intended as possibilities for a regular issue. As noted, I don't have the book at hand as I write 
this letter. With regard to the 1801 novodel, Eric suggests that it was made up in the 1830s as a 
possible alternate for presentation. As a research suggestion, perhaps microscopic examination of 
the stars and other punch elements on the obverse would reveal tiny rust marks, scratches, or other 
definitive marks—which might have appeared on other coinage made from these same punches. 
When checking out the 1801,1 tried to compare the anomalous elements with those used elsewhere 
in coinage—by looking at photographs in the Guide Book and also illustrations of medals in Bob 
Julian's 1792-1892 work on the subject. Of course, looking at photographs is not at all precise, 
and in no way could identify tiny idiosyncrasies of a punch—but, off hand, I was not able to 
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match anything up. If the star punch, for example, could be found on another coin, medal, or 
pattern, then perhaps another date could be determined. Come to think of it, I will send a copy of 
this present letter to Eric, as I have drifted into discussing what he sent to me—and I hadn't come 
up with this punch idea yesterday when I sent him my letter of acknowledgment. 

Thank you for all you are doing for the American Numismatic Association and for numismatics. 

Sinc( 



Q. David Bowers 


cc: Eric P. Newman 


Enclosure: postcard 
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(your friends in the rare coin business 


October 22, 1993 


Mr. Kenneth E. Bressett 
Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960-0145 
Dear Ken: 

In a group of postcards the other day I obtained this item from Keene—of no value at all, but just a 
reminder that postcards certainly are interesting to collect. I have been putting together a set of 
Wolfeboro postcards over a period of years and have somewhat over 500 different! I imagine that 
probably more than 1,000 could be collected from Keene. The postcard hobby is sort of like the 
coin hobby was years ago—very low prices, many interesting things available, enthusiastic and 
knowledgeable dealers selling them, and a lot of fun. 

With regard to postcards of a specific town, when a specialized collection is acquired, it is possible 
to see over a period of years how trees have grown up and then have been cut down or replaced, 
how automobiles have changed, how buildings have risen and fallen, and so on. 


I received a printout from Eric Newman the other day of his updating on the 1804 dollar. I don't 
have a copy of my silver dollar book here, but it is certain that if a new silver dollar was 
contemplated in 1831, the design would not have been of the old Draped Bust style but, instead, 
would have been of the Capped Bust style. Thus, any future edition of the book will reflect that 
the "original'' 1804-dated dollars. Class I, were only made up as presentation pieces and in no way 
were intended as possibilities for a regular issue. As noted, I don't have the book at hand as I write 
this letter. With regard to the 1801 novodel, Eric suggests that it was made up in the 1830s as a 
possible alternate for presentation. As a research suggestion, perhaps microscopic examination of 
the stars and other punch elements on the obverse would reveal tiny rust marks, scratches, or other 
definitive marks—which might have appeared on other coinage made from these same punches. 
When checking out the 1801,1 tried to compare the anomalous elements with those used elsewhere 
in coinage—by looking at photographs in the Guide Book and also illustrations of medals in Bob 
Julian's 1792-1892 work on the subject. Of course, looking at photographs is not at all precise, 
and in no way could identify tiny idiosyncrasies of a punch—but, off hand, I was not able to 
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match anything up. If the star punch, for example, could be found on another coin, medal, or 
pattern, then perhaps another date could be determined. Come to think of it, I will send a copy of 
this present letter to Eric, as I have drifted into discussing what he sent to me—and I hadn't come 
up with this punch idea yesterday when I sent him my letter of acknowledgment. 

Thank you for all you are doing for the American Numismatic Association and for numismatics. 


Sinct 



Q. David Bowers 


cc: Eric P. Newman 


Enclosure: postcard 


1003 Riverside Drive 
Logansport, IN 46947 
October 24,1993 

Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
Dear Eric: 

Your timing was excellent. Thursday and Friday were Tall Vacation' days in the local 
schools and I have been able to catch up on some accumulated work and even get a 
few new matters taken care of. Your A restatement of the origin of the 1804 dollar 
and the 1804 eagle was received with interest. I will go through the material on a 
point-by-point basis: 

1-3) Agree. 

4) I am not certain that Mint officials were aware of the incorrect 1805 record. Trea¬ 
sury Department auditors created this error, not the Mint; the Mint Report for 
1805 does not mention this coinage. The mint later picked up this entry, presum¬ 
ably, from the American State Papers. As a minor opinion, I think they would 
have used the 1805 date had they thought coinage had been executed in that year 
for the dollar. The silver ledger (showing coinage for 1804) would have been 
readily available in 1834 and it seems highly likely that it was indeed checked. 

5) I do not own a copy of the Eckfeldt/Dubois work A Manual of Gold and Silver 
Coins, but if they used the 1805 date, then it is likely that the old error had been 
picked up by this time and not checked against the coinage register. (There were 
several other records in which the silver entries could have been checked as well, 
including the Waste Books and Bullion Journals .) Except for this, I have no diffi¬ 
culty with your statement. 

6) Agree. 

7) Here we disagree as I believe that coinage was contemplated or otherwise the re¬ 
quest to lift the ban would not have been made. However, it cannot be proven 
one way or the other that coinage was actually planned for 1831. It is true that 
Peale went to Europe to study new techniques, but I do not think this would have 
had any direct bearing on dollar coinage; the half dollar was still being struck in 
the old way although clearly Director Moore wished otherwise. Chief Coiner Eck- 
feldt knew the technique for close-collar coinage but it was a matter of size that 
created the delay in extending this process to all gold and silver denominations. 

8) Agree, but I might add that they did not have such equipment even in late 1836 
when the first Gobrechts were coined for circulation. Director Patterson at first or¬ 
dered the use of a reeded collar but then was forced to use the medal press and a 
plain collar when the original idea proved impractical. Whatever the plans were 
in 1831, they certainly did not reach the point of preparing a collar. It may also be 
argued that the dies of 1831, if that indeed is the case, were meant for testing both 
dies and collars for a possible reintroduction of coinage 

9) I both agree and disagree on this one. It is quite correct to say that these dies called 
for a collar as was introduced in 1828, but this does not prove that dies were not 
created in that year. It is quite possible that technical problems forced an early end 
to a planned dollar coinage. The introduction of the close collar to the half dollar 
coinage was also not an easy task and took several months to accomplish. 




10-11) Agree. 

12) This is not quite correct for the tenure of Director Samuel Moore. He was not es¬ 
pecially interested in following the law with respect to annual dating and it was 
not until Robert Patterson became director that dating was watched very care¬ 
fully. The use of over-dates was more a decision of the chief coiner (whose de¬ 
partment made the working dies at this time) than anything else. 

13-14) Agree. 

15) I doubt that this happened and think that the earlier dates were made strictly to 
produce coins for collectors beginning in the late 1850s. 

16) Agree. 

17-18) Here I tend to disagree. Even though it was planned to strike proof coins, 
there was no especially good reason to create more than two obverse dies for such 
coinage. As there are only two reverses, this would seem to have some bearing 
on the subject. I might also note that your argument about the dies not being 
created in 1831 is somewhat better than mine, but I think the opposite true for 
1834. I still do not see any need to produce antedated dies for other than the one 
date picked for the dollar; the foreign rulers were certainly not going to compare 
coins. 

19) Here I disagree. The dies, if all finished at the same time, would have been done 
by the same person in the coining department and there is no good reason to 
have used different punches unless one broke, which could have happened. For 
more than one punch to have broken, however, seems unlikely. One could argue 
that the odd die was made up deliberately using other punches but I think this 
unlikely also. 

20) Agree but four obverse dies were, I think, excessive for a few dollar proof coins. 

21) Agree. 

22) Disagree. Had dollar dies with the earlier dates been ready to use in the 1830s, 
then either Eckfeldt or Peale would probably have made limited runs of such 
pieces available to collectors or for their own personal collections. 

23-24) Agree. 

On balance I am still of the opinion that the dollar dies were actually prepared in 
1831 for a planned coinage of dollars that never came off for technical and com¬ 
mercial reasons. (The use of an old design can be ascribed to any number of reasons, 
including the practical one of producing dies for test purposes.) I do not think they 
were dated because the idea never progressed all that far. 

There is a remote chance that a record of dies for the 1830s still exists. Adam Eckfeldt 
is known to have taken records with him when he left the Mint and his son was 
answering (after 1852) questions about work that the senior Eckfeldt had done in the 
1790s. It may well be that he kept records of dies, medals, and proof coins that he was 
responsible for while chief coiner. These might be somewhere in the Eckfeldt family. 
On a change of subject, please find enclosed a copy of a highly tentative outline of a 
work that I am considering after my retirement from teaching at the end of this 
school year. I am somewhat undecided on the overall range and may well, even if 
the project is undertaken, go through only about 1900 or so. The list of references, 
which is not complete by any means, is terse at points and there are only short titles 
in some cases. It has long been my view that a comprehensive study of this sort 
would be of service to future generations of numismatists, in the same way that 









Crosby's Early Coins of America and your The Early Paper Money of America do this 
at the present time. In particular the sections on Federal coinage would be quite 
detailed. The one thing this would not be is a catalogue. Your work and that of Cros¬ 
by, for example, do dual service as catalogue and historical reference, but I am inter¬ 
ested primarily in the latter aspect. 

I must admit a certain fascination in doing research where little has been done be¬ 
fore. If this work is undertaken, it would require at least two years for completion of 
the first part, which might cover through 1837. Other dates considered are 1834 and 
1853. 


[Private] 


For your information only, I might mention that parts of my text for Bowers' silver 
dollar book were altered without my permission. Someone in the organization was 
given access to the computer file (I had sent Dave both hard copy and disk) and pro¬ 
ceeded to make a considerable number of "corrections," some of which were just 
plain wrong. I did not realize at first what had happened but then tried to catch as 
many of them as possible. Because several of the alterations involved slight changes 
of wording or deletions (even harder to catch without line-by-line checking), I was 
not as successful as I would have liked in weeding out the errors. These were not 
done by Dave as he always flagged his changes when sending them to me and I had 
the right to reject these. 

One such error came recently to my attention when Craig Sholley wrote about the 
first use of the portrait lathe. I had been careful in the Bowers manuscript to avoid 
using the term Contamin (which does not seem to have been the correct name) but I 
found it in the published part under my name anyway. I then went back to the drafts 
that had been sent me and found that I had simply missed this change when looking 
for such matters. There were also remarks about dies and planchets that slipped 
through undetected. My comments about the 1801-1803 pieces being struck in the 
late 1850s were also deleted without my knowledge. The following paragraph is the 
next to the last in the section on 1801-1804 proof dollars and a comparison with the 
printed text will show the alterations and deletions: 

The subterranean group surfaced again about 1859 or 1860 by striking sever¬ 
al more 1804 dollars, among other coins. (The proof-only dollars of 1801-1803 
were probably struck at this time.) This time, however, the 1804 dollars were held 
back until after Snowden retired from the Mint in 1861 and then sold quietly over 
a period of years. The class III dollars, as they are now known, had their edge¬ 
lettering applied after striking, a further indication of their clandestine nature. The 
reverse dies were destroyed in 1860, ending the restriking. All dies and hubs 
were defaced and melted in 1867. 


Sincerely 



R.W. Julian 
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CjeneRal hiscoRy of AmeRican coinage co 1776 

Colonial coins & paper, economy, coins in circulation, British mercantile policy, trade, laws, 
barter, methods of acquiring foreign coins 

Gconomic and political bachgROund, 1776-1789 

Causes of the Revolution, trade, monies received from abroad, coins in circulation, 
internal barriers, taxation, rebellions, counterfeiting 

FedeRal coinage co 1789* 
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(Book by the Royal Mint engineer on dies &&) 
Treaty payments to Indians (kinds of money) 
(4v set reprinted by B. Franklin on Col. curr.) 
European loans (details &&) 
Biography of Benj Rush 
Biographies (2) of Elias Boudinot 
(Book on Bank of North America) 

(New ANS book on pre-Federal currency) 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

• In my library (or ready access) 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Q. David Bowers October 26, 1993 
Box 1224 

Wolfeboro, NH 03894 
Dear Dave: 

Thank you for studying the 1804 Dollar memo and making such 
effective comments. They are clearly a great help to clarifying 
my effort. 

I will meet Ken in New York on October 30, 1993 and talk these 
matters over with him. I will also hear P. Scott Rubin who will 
give a paper on the 1801-02-03 items and I believe he intends to 
throw light on punch comparisons with earlier coinage. It is 
simpler to evaluate rust marks on dies than rust marks on punches. 

I intend to revise the 1804 memo after compiling the comments 
affecting it. 

The new 1804 Eagle die of 1834 was for proofs and not to be 
used for production coinage and that is why I felt the die would 
not break when used in the medal press. I relied on the fact that 
gold was softer and it was a thinner coin than the dollar. Your 
point as to production die breaks on gold coins is fully respected 
however. 

My memo may be published in the COAC proceedings if Rubin or 
ANS feel it should be, but you of course will have the opportunity 
to publish it or use it after it is finalized. 

My best^/ /> 



Eric P. Newman 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Q. David Bowers 
P.0. Box 1224 
Wolfeboro, NH 03894 


November 8, 1993 


Dear Dave: 


Re: 1804 


Thanks to your October 21, 1993 suggestions as to the 1804 
dollar matter and to talking with Ken Bressett and Scott Rubin at 
the ANS-COAC conference I have further revised my restated 
comments. A copy is enclosed. 

I have also heard from Bob Julian and we still disagree 
substantially. I rechecked the exact text of the 1804 and 1805 
Mint Reports and find they were guite specific in stating the 
number of dollars "made" in those years. He just thinks the die 
preparation had to be made in 1831 because the ban was lifted then. 
He has no evidence but feels he has reached a positive logical 
conclusion. 

Any further suggestions you have as to this text or a revision 
of it are most welcome. As soon as I clear with ANS about when and 
if they will use it I will let you publish it if you want to. 



Eric P. Newman 


cc: Ken Bressett 



BOWERS AND MERENA 

GALLERIES, INC. 


November 10, 1993 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric: 


Ojaur friends in the rare coin business 


Thank you for your note. The copy you mentioned as being enclosed wasn't. Perhaps it is 
coming separately. 

With regard to publishing a revised text, this probably will not be within a year or two. Although 
plans have not yet been finalized, what we probably will do will be to take the book apart in 
different sections, and publish, for example, the 1794-1804 silver dollar section as a separate 
entity. This will also be true of the Morgan dollars. Peace dollars, and so on. 

As these books will be published stand-alone, they will each require a new introduction, 
reindexing, etc.—quite a bit of work. Also, I suspect that new information will come to light 
concerning the early silver dollars in particular, as they have not been as closely studied as Morgan 
dollars have been (for example). New since the book was published is information concerning 
early United States silver dollars used as planchets for South American coins (see the recent issue 
of Coin World). It is interesting how new things keep coming up! 

Ken Bressett sent me a copy of his excellent talk at ANS. This particular situation is very 
remarkable as it shows that exceedingly important new discoveries can be and are still being made. 

The first printing of the silver dollar book is sold out, we have just ordered a second printing, 
which will be delivered here toward the end of January. The response to the book has been quite 
good, with people liking the historical notes especially—to me an encouraging sign! For reasons 
just discussed, including reindexing, etc.,—we decided it best to simply reprint the present book to 
fill outstanding orders, as it probably will take a half year or so to break the book apart in sections 
and reorganize it. 


Best personal regards, 
Q. David Bowe i 



BOX 1 224 • WOLFEBORO, NH 03 894 • (800) 2 2 2 - 5 993 • (603 ) 5 69 - 5 09 5 • FAX: (603 ) 5 69 - 5 3 1 9 







Russell J. Logan 

2870 Chatham Road 

Pepper Pike, Ohio 44124 
(216) 464-7655 
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AmericanNumismatic 

—A_£_S_Q_£_I_A_ T I O N 

Kenneth E. Bressett 

Vice President 

P.O. Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960 

719/579-8217 

FAX: 719/579-8012 


November 16, 1993 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric, 

Thanks for your many letters, calls and drafts concerning 
your new position paper on the novodel matter. This is all 
very interesting and important. I am happy to be a part of 
it, and to work with you once again on our favorite topic. 

I'm trying to get back to a normal routine around here. A 
pile of unanswered letters is still covering my desk, but 
most of the priority things have been completed. This note 
is to tell you that I have read and approve of the latest 
draft of your article. I think it is great. 

You have handled things nicely with Dave Bowers. He seems 
sincere in wanting to add our point of view to any future 
editions of his Dollar Book. I guess Bob Julian is going to 
stay firm in his position. I just don't see why he is sold 
on the 1831 date. It doesn't make any sense to me. 

If you wish to add that I had some input in, and also agree 
with what is said in the position paper, that would be fine 
with me. This is not critical/ the important thing is to get 
information about the coins out to the public. 

In one of your letters you referenced something in the Sept, 
issue of Paper Money . I will probably use this in my column 
in The Numismatist around February. Thanks for the tip. 

Keep up the good work, and do keep in touch. I always enjoy 
your calls. They are a real challenge. We had 10 inches of 
snow here Saturday! That's one part of Colorado that I could 
do without. Still, it is absolutely beautiful here today 
with everything now looking fresh and bright. 

Sincerely, 



World’s largest organization for collectors of coins, paper money, medals & tokens • Chartered by Congress 









April 


bowers and merena 

GALLERIES, INC. 


12, 1994 


Ojaur friends in the rare coin business 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 


Thank you for your call. I'll have Cathy Dumont, our staff photographer, make up some 2- 
diameter illustrations of the 1831 $5, 1834 with-motto (E Pluribus Unum) $5, and 1834 "Classic 
Head" without motto, from the Norweb Collection. If there are any other prints in any of our other 
catalogues you would like better, just let me know the sale and lot number and I can do these in 
addition. In the meantime, with my compliments the pictures asked for will be coming under 
separate cover. 


All good wishes from here. 


Sincerely,/ 


Q. David Bowers 


QDB/ebm 


BOX 1224 • WOLFEBORO, NH 03894 • (800) 222-5993 • (603) 569-5095 • 


FAX: (603) 569-5319 







ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 6310 5 


Harry W. Bass, Jr. Research Foundation April 12, 1994 

Suite 1400 

8333 Douglas Ave Attn: Harry W. Bass, Jr. 

Dallas, TX 75225 

Dear Friends: 

We are preparing for publication by the American Numismatic 
Society a clarification of the background of the diplomatic gifts 
coined in 1834 and which contained the U.S. dollar dated 1804 and 
the U.S. Eagle dated 1804. We have a revised theory of why the 
"old" designs were used rather than the newer designs current in 
1834. In due course we will send you a preliminary draft for your 
comments. 

Since your reference collection has examples of the 1804 Eagle 
struck in 1804 and the 1804 Eagle prepared in 1834 we would like 
to use photographs of both of these as illustrations. We would 
need both obverse and reverse glossy positive pictures either lx 
or 2x (preferably 2x). 

The use of your coins for this purpose would be acknowledged. 
You may already have photographs on hand but if not you may take 
new pictures at our expense. 

You might also give us the exact weight of each piece. 

We will very much appreciate your cooperation in this matter. 

With best regards, 



Eric P. Newman 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


John Kleeberg 


April 21, 1994 


American Numismatic Society 
Broadway at 155th St. 

New York, NY 10036 


Dear John: 

For my 1804 dollar article I now only need pictures of: 

1834 Half Dollar (Obv. & Rev.) 

1804 Dollar (Obv. & Rev.) 

Please make these prints 2X as all my other coin photos will 
be that size. I obtained or am obtaining photos of all the other 
gold pieces. 


Thanks. 





The-American-Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED 1858 . INCORPORATED 1865) 

Broadway-at-155 th Street 

New York- 1YY. 10032 


April 21, 1994 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric, 

I am in no position to noodzh, but this is just a reminder that we will 
need the text of your paper on the origin of the dollar sign for the 
COAC volume. That paper was one of your best yet, and it will be good 
to have it in print, so that whenever we get inquiries about the origin 
of the dollar sign we can refer researchers to it. 

I have put the text of your restatement of theories about the 1804 
dollar into my computer. I should not encourage you to add something 
to it, but you mention in it that the Mint was fairly confident of the 
existence of an 1804 eagle. Confirmation of this is that the Mint 
collection included in 1923 an 1804 eagle, which Breen calls, not 
perhaps a proof, but a presentation striking - so presumably it had 
been in the Mint collection for a long time, and may very well have 
been there in 1834. The coin is listed in Cory Gillilland's sylloge of 
gold coins in the National Numismatic Collection. 













Harry W. Bass, Jr. 
Research Foundation 


8333 Douglas Avenue 
Suite 1400 


Dallas, Texas 75225 
(214) 696-0584 


Fax (214) 696-6104 


April 21, 1994 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Mr. Newman: 

We received your request of April 12 concerning photographs of the 2. 
1804 $10 gold coins, and Mr. Bass has made these available from his 
personal collection to be photographed. 

The coins are as follows: 

1804 $10 Crosslet 4, obverse and reverse, Eliasberg lot #659, Bass 
I#-18157, 269.8 grains. 

1804 $10 Plain 4 proof, obverse and reverse, Eliasberg lot #660, 

Bass I#-18158, 270 grains. 

If for any reason these four photographs are not adequate for your 
purposes, please let us know and we can reshoot them according to 
your needs. 


Sincerely, 



Ed Deane 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Ed Deane 


April 27, 1994 


Harry W. Bass, Jr. Research Foundation 
8333 Douglas Ave, Suite 1400 
Dallas, TX 75225 


Dear Mr. Deane: 

I appreciate the promptness of your cooperation in sending us 
colored photos of the U.S. Eagles we wish to include in an ANS 
publication. 

What I apparently did not make clear is that the publication 
will be in black and white and that colored pictures usually do not 
give sufficient contrast for that purpose. Would it be possible 
for you to make 2X black and white positives with as much contrast 
between field and raised portions as you can get. As an 
alternative if you send us negatives we can take it from there. 

I also would like your permission to use the pictures in 
connection with my article now entitled "A Restated Opinion of the 
Origin of the 1804 Dollar, the Proof 1804 Eagle, etc." The source 
of the pictures will be acknowledged. 

I hope I have caused a minimum of additional problems for you 
but I am very grateful. 


Sincerely 



Eric P. Newman 
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Harry W. Bass, Jr. 
Research Foundation 


8333 Douglas Avenue 
Suite 1400 

Dallas, Texas 75225 
(214) 696-0584 
Fax (214) 696-6104 


May 9, 1994 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Mr. Newman: 

Thank you for your letter of clarification concerning the 1804 $10 
gold coins. We have rephotographed them, hopefully to your 
specifications in black and white, which Mr. Bass has made 
available from his personal collection to be photographed. 

The coins are as follows: 

1804 $10 Crosslet 4, obverse and reverse, Eliasberg lot #659, Bass 
I#-18157, 269.8 grains. 

1804 $10 Plain 4 proof, obverse and reverse, Eliasberg lot #660, 
Bass I#-18158, 270 grains. 

If for any reason these four black & white photographs are not 
adequate for your purposes, please let us know. 

Sincerely, 

—- 

Ed Deane 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Ed Deane May 16, 1994 

Harry W. Bass Jr. Research Foundation 
8333 Douglas Ave 
Dallas, TX 75225 


Dear Mr. Deane: 

The black and white photographs you prepared are exactly what 
was needed and we thank you for that helpfulness. Please thank 
Harry Bass for his part. 

We assume that we need no further permission from you to use 
the photos in connection with the publication of our material on 
the 1804 dollar and 1804 Eagle. 

We will send you a copy of the publication when that is 
accomplished. 


Sincerely, 



Eric P. Newman 













ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. Ed Deane May 16, 1994 

Harry Bass Jr. Research Foundation 
8333 Douglas Ave, Suite 1400 
Dallas, TX 75225 

Dear Mr. Deane: 

I am sure you will be interested in answering a few questions 
about the remarkable Bass coins. These arise from a study of the 
pictures you sent. 

1) Are there edge ridges or reeds on the outside edge of the 
plain 4 coin and if so are they normal or crushed ? 

2) Could you put the 1804 crosslet 4 and the 1804 plain 4 with 
faces touching each other to see whether the edge reeds on each are 
opposite one another, indicating the same spacing of reeds on each 
? If not, the number of reeds can be counted on the plain 4 coin 
if you can do so readily. 

3) oN the plain 4 reverse the picture shows an upward 
projection from the upper left corner of the shield Is it a 
raised line or a depression ? I ask the same question for the 
upward line from the juncture of the right side of the eagle's body 
and the top of the shield just left of its right corner. Is it 
raised or a scratch ? 


The answers to these questions will go far to help 
ascertain whether the dies for the plain 4 piece were prepared in 
1834 or much earlier. 

I will be grateful for your findings on these items. 

If anything in the above is not clear please let me try to 
straighten it out. 

Thanks again for your great help in this fascinating work. 
Please thank Harry for me. 


Sincerely, 



Eric P. Newman 


JULES REIVER 
1802 FORREST ROAD 
WILMINGTON , DE 19810-4319 
(302) 475-5636 


May 16, 1994 


David Kenny 
11938 Bargate Court 
Rockville, MD 20852 

Dear David, 

Congratulations on your beautiful article in the recent JOHN REICH JOURNAL. It 
is a tremendous job well done. 

Eric Newman raised a point yesterday. We know that some of the early dies were 
used on both dimes and $2 1/2 gold pieces. He wondered if any of the half dollar 
dies might have been used on the eagles. Reading your article it seems to be a 
rather remote possibility. I think that Eric is more interested in the 1804 Eagles. 
Have you checked the reverses against half dollar reverses of the same type? 

Any information will be welcome. Eric's address is 

Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Ave. 

St. Louis, MO 63105 

Keep up the fine work. 


Yours, 


cc: Eric Newman 
Ed Price 



HERALDIC EAGLE SILVER REVERSE DIES 


1800 

56 56 

VI, V2, V3 

1801 

4554 

VI, V2, V3 

1802 

4 5 54 

VI 

1803 

4554 

VI, V3 

6 7 6 8 

V2 

1805 

5 7 6 6 

VI 


1798 

12 11 

JR1 

3 8 8 8 

JR3 

5 6 5 7 

JR4 

6 6 5 5 

JR2 

1800 

5 6 57 

JR1 

6 76 6 

JR2 

1801 

5646 

JR2 

6 7 6 6 

JR1 

1802 

3 5 5 6 

JR3 

3 6 5 6 

JR1 

46 56 

JR2 

57 5 7 

JR4 

1803 

3556 

JR2 

3 6 5 6 

JR1, JR5 

4656 

JR4 

5 8 6 9 

JR3 

1804 

57 57 

JR2 

57 57 

JR1 

1805 

1878 

JR2 

3 7 5 7 

JR1 


HALF DIMES 


DIMES 


1 




1807 

4545 

1804 

45 3 4 

1805 

3 112 

3 534 

4534 

4645 

1806 

3 112 

3 556 

3 6 5 6 

4 112 

4857 

5422 

5 5 3 5 

5 54 5 

1807 

3 112 

42 2 3 

1801 

3 8 6 7 

3 8 8 9 

1802 

3 8 8 9 

1803 

25 5 6 

27 6 8 

3 5 5 7 

1805 

3 2 3 5 

3446 

3 5 5 6 

3 6 5 7 

3 6 5 7 

4556 

4656 

5 5 57 

57 6 8 


DIMES (CONTINUED) 


QUARTERS 


B1, B2 


B4 

B5 

B1 

B2, B3 


B1 

B3, B4 

B5, B6 

B2 

BIO 

B8 

B7 

B9 


B1 

B2 

HALF DOLLARS 


0101 

0102 


0101 


0101 

0102 

0103, 0104 


0113 

0107 

0109 

0102, 0108, 0110, 0114 

0112 

0101 

0111 

0103, 0104, 0105 
0106 


2 



HALF DOLLARS (CONTINUED) 


1806 


2 6 58 

0118 

3 2 24 

0126 

3 546 

0116 

3 5 56 

0115 

3 5 5 6 

0120 

3557 

0125 

3 5 5 8 

0123 

3 56 8 

0119 

3 6 57 

0104 

3 6 58 

0112, 0113 

3 6 6 7 

0103 

3 6 6 8 

0114 

3 7 6 8 

0108 

3 7 8 9 

0109 

3 8 8 8 

0122 

3 8 8 8 

0110, 0111, 0127 

4335 

0107 

47 6 7 

0101 

48 8 9 

0117, 0121 

48 9 9 

0102, 0105, 0106 

57 8 8 

0124 

1807 


3 7 6 7 

0101, 0102 

3778 

0107 

3 8 9 9 

0105 

4557 

0103, 0104 

4656 

0106 

4889 

0108, 0109, 0110 


1798 


1223 

B9 

1234 

B11, B15, B16, B27 

1324 

B3, B7, B20 

13 3 5 

B18, B22 

1434 

B13, B21 

1445 

B19, B23 

1546 

BIO 

15 5 6 

B28 

2546 

B5 

3 3 3 5 

B30 

343 5 

B14 

3545 

B24, B25 

3546 

B26 

3546 

B31 

3546 

B33 

443 5 

B4, B32 

4545 

B6, B17 

5546 

B8 


DOLLARS 


3 


1798 

55 56 

1799 

3545 

3 546 

3546 

453 5 

543- 

5435 

543 5 

553 5 

5545 

5546 

5546 

5 54 6 

5546 

5557 

5 5 5 7 

6 5 3 5 

1800 

3 54 6 

443 5 

4545 

4556 

4 5 56 

4557 

5546 

5546 

5546 

5 5 5 6 

56 5 7 

1801 

34 34 

3556 

3 5 5 6 

5545 

5 5 5 6 

1802 

3434 

3 5 5 6 

5 5 5 6 

1803 

3434 

3 5 5 6 

5 5 3 5 

5 5 5 6 


DOLLARS (CONTINUED) 


B12, B29 


B15 
B7 
B13 
B3, B4 

B11, B12, B16, B23 (THE BERRIES DISAPPEAR ON THIS DIE)) 

BIO 

B17 

B18 

B5 

B1 

B8 

B14, B21 
B22 
B6 
B9 

B2, B19 


B17 

B12 

B5, BIO 

B8 

B15 

B4, B16, B20 

B11, B19 

B13 

B14 

B3 

B1, B2 


B2 

B4 

B3 

B1 

B5 


B1, B4, B6 
B2, B3, B5, B9 
B8 


B4, B6 
B1, B5 
B3 
B7 


4 




DOLLARS (C9NTINUED) 


1804 

3 4 3 5 TYPE II, TYPE III 

5 5 5 6 TYPE I 

JULES REIVER JUNE 15, 1994 

1802 FORREST ROAD 

WILMINGTON, DE 19810-4319 PHONE (302) 475-5636 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 6310$ 


Mr. Jules Reiver May 18, 1994 

1802 Forrest Rd. 

Wilmington, DE 19810-4319 

Dear Jules: 

Confirming my telephone conversation with you I find that the 
heraldic eagle on early U.S. eagles and on early half dollars are 
virtually the same size. Therefore there is a possibility that the 
same dies may have been used on some of each. 

This matter arose when I asked Ken Bressett whether it was 
possible that the reverse of the 1804 eagle with no crosslet on the 
4 could have been a reverse of a die leftover from the heraldic 
eagle half dollars. He suggested I ask you. 

Neither he nor you seems to have heard of the possibility that 
heraldic eagle style eagles and heraldic eagle half dollars could 
have used some of the same dies. I have begun to wonder about each 
series as a whole. Here I created a die problem you dyed in the 
wool die specialists had not heard of. so don't die until the die 
is cast. 

I knew that a dime and a quarter eagle had the same reverse 
die in one situation. The fact that the quarter dollar and half 
eagle had different diameters make identical dies impossible. But 
no one seems to have thought of comparing heraldic reverses of half 
dollars and eagles? 

Ken's Red Book says the diameter of the early half dollars is 
approximately 32,5 mm and the eagles approximately 33 mm. so when 
I put some of my coins face to face I realized they are virtually 
the same size the same diameter depending how much gruel the 
workman ate that morning. So perhaps Ken can change the Red Book 
if they are the same diameter approximately. 

You and your die variety friends now have your work cut out 
for you. 

Breen describes but does not illustrate the varieties of 
eagles in his pamphlet. Ackers does not mention minor varieties. 

The newest Overton revision gives variety descriptions and 
illustrations. Harry Bass probably has all the heraldic eagle die 
varieties. 

Keep me informed of your progress on my problem as it is 
keeping me awake. 

Your friend, 

Exiles 1 ' 

Re^cU Joowja( ^ 



Eric P. Newman 


cc: Kenneth Bressett 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


David Kenny May 24, 1994 

11938 Bargate Court 
Rockville, MD 20852 


Dear Mr. Kenny: 

Thank you for your nice letter about the heraldic eagle dies 
for eagles and half dollars. I tripped over the problem in 
studying the 1804 diplomatic presentation set saga. 

It will be necessary to compare all half dollar heraldic eagle 
dies from the beginning to 1807 with all $10 heraldic eagle dies. 
Who knows whether a die was put away for awhile? 

The work between half dollar reverses has been done separately 
and the work between eagle reverses has been separately done, but 
interlock is not commented upon so far as I know. 

The diameter of eagles and half dollars is virtually identical 
during the period and depended on how much gruel the coiner had for 
breakfast. 

The guarter and the half eagle are too different in diameter 

size. 

The problem is all yours to undertake if you wish. The last 
revision of the Overton book on half dollars has all the half 
dollar illustrations. 

Thanks for your interest. 



Eric P. Newman 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Jules Reiver July 7, 1994 

1802 Forrest Rd. 

Wilmington, DE 19810-4319 


Dear Jules: 

Many thanks for your opus on the reeded edge 50 cent pieces 
and the very kind inscription. 

Enclosed are photostats of the Harry Bass Eagle pictures so 
you can give the heraldic eagle reverses some identity numbers. 
What amazing detail you produce ! 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


enclosures 


JULES REIVER 
1802 FORREST ROAD 
WILMINGTON , DE 19810-4319 
(302) 475-5636 


June 9, 1994 


Dear Eric, 

How is the work going on connecting the early Eagle and Half Dollar reverses? I have 
been able to check a couple of low grade Heraldic Eagle Eagle reverses against the Heraldic Eagle 
Half Dollars, with no matches. I checked the picture of the 1804 Eagle in the Siam set with all of 
the 58 Half Dollar varieties, with no matches. They are so similar that there should be some cases 
where the same die was used on both denominations. 

I have developed a numerical system for identifying the Heraldic Eagle Reverses, 
but it has not been drawn accurately. Here is what the records show: 

HERALDIC EAGLE REVERSES ON SILVER COINS 


COINS 

DATES 

VARIETIES 

DIES 

HALF DIMES 

1800-1805 

11 

4 

DIMES 

1798-1807 

22 

14 

QUARTERS 

1804-1807 

19 

12 

HALF DOLLARS 

1801-1807 

58 

40 

DOLLARS 

1798-1804 

90 

52 


I'll make sketches of my system, and it should be sent to collectors of the Heraldic Eagle 
Gold. It would be nice to get a list of the current known varieties. The one I work on first will be 
the dimes, quarters, and half dollars. 

Incidentally, did David Kenny tell you that he was of the opinion that quarter dies might 
have been used on the Half Eagles? He said that, despite the slight difference in diameter of the 
two coins, the size of the eagle and other features seemed to be the same, with the features being 
closer to the border on the Half Eagles. 

Keep in touch. 


Yours, 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Julius Reiver June 15, 1994 

1802 Forrest Rd. 

Wilmington, DE 19810-4319 


Dear Jules: 

Your cooperative letter of June 9, 1994 is much appreciated. 

I asked Harry Bass to check his heraldic eagle $10 gold and 
he reached the same conclusion - none matched any Overton 50 cent 
reverses. 

As to Kenny's speculation I feel that even if the dies for the 
heraldic eagle quarters are made from the same punch as the half 
eagle dies the dentils must be put on the border up to the outside 
diameter on the dies and thus the dies have to be different because 
the diameters of the coins made from them are different. Do you 
agree ? 

I look forward to your system for classification of heraldic 
eagles. 


Best regards. 


Eric P. Newman 




NUMISMATISTS 

AUCTIONEERS • APPRAISERS 


COINS • MEDALS • PAPER MONEY 



123 WEST 57 th STREET • NEW YORK, NY. 10019-2280 




31/ 'slSi Li fe 

—< 2 -^ 

l$0Y 0/K^ 




TE L 2 1 2 / 582-2580 



FAX 21 2 / 245-501 8 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue , St. Louis, Missouri 6310$ 


Harry W. Bass, Jr. 


May V7, 1995 


Harry Bass Jr. Research Foundation 
8333 Douglas Ave, Suite 1400 
Dallas, TX 75225 

Dear Harry: 

Enclosed is an offprint of my article on the 1804 dollar 
and Eagle. I know you will receive the article in the COAC 
publication, but this is my way of thanking you again for your 
cooperation in furnishing illustrations, etc. 

I sincerely appreciate the essential material you were able 
to contribute to this piece of work. 


My kindest regards 



Eric P. Newman 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Robert W. Julian Mav 17 i qqr 

1003 Riverside Drive A ' 

Logansport, IN 46947 


Dear Bob: 

I enclose an offprint of my new 1804 article. There may be 
areas in which you may not agree with me but difference of opinion 
is healthy. I believe after 35 years I have figured out a sound 
reason for the use of old devices. 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Kenneth Bressett 
P.0. Box 60145 

Colorado Springs, CO 80960-0145 


May 17, 1995 


Dear Ken: 


It is my pleasure to send you an offprint of the 1804 article 
included in the 1993 ANS COAC. I sincerely appreciate your prior 
review of the text and your suggestions. I was delighted to have 
you agree with the new reason for the obsolete devices. All it 
took was 35 years to reach that conclusion so I gualify as a slow 
thinker. 

Writing - ffi e Fanta sti c 1804 Dollar with you in 1962 was one of 
the great satisfactions of my life. Our ability to work together 
and separately on its original writing and updating shows what 
teamwork can accomplish on a complex matter when motivated onlv bv 
scholarly intentions. y y 


What can we do for an encore. 


Your friend. 



Eric P. Newman 




TheAmericam Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED 1858 • I N COR PO RATED 1 8 65 ) 

Broadway- at 155 th Street 


New-York-NY. 10032 


May 19, 1995 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric, 

America's Silver Dollars is now being distributed and I am 
pleased to enclose your author copies of this work. In addition, we 
are providing approximately 50 offprints each of your two articles as 
a token of our appreciation for your contribution to COAC 1993 and 
this resultant Proceedings volume. Also included are illustration 
materials supplied by you. 

May I ask you to complete and return the two forms enclosed in 
this mailing. 

The first is an abstract for inclusion in the next issue of 
Numismatic Literature . I would really appreciate having the 
completed abstracts by June 16 for the September issue of NL . 

America's Silver Dollars has been copyrighted as a whole in 
the name of The American Numismatic Society. For this reason I 
enclose an assignment form which I would ask you to complete and 
return for our files. 

Again thanks for your cooperation in the success of COAC 1993 and 
this book. 


Sincerely yours, 



L^s4ie A. Elam 
Director 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


May 26, 1995 


Mr. Malcolm S. Forbes, Jr. 

Forbes Magazine 
60 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10011 

Dear Mr. Forbes: 

Donald H. Straszheim, chief economist at Merrill-Lynch, suggested that I write 
you to submit the idea for an article in Forbes based upon a monograph I have 
written entitled The Dollar $ign: Its Written and Printed Origins . It is based upon 
new research and will be published by the American Numismatic Society in about 
4 weeks in one of its scholarly books. 

The subject matter has not been presented in any popular manner for many decades 
so far as I know. It should be of unusual interest to your readers as few ever think 
about the origin of the $ sign but use it continually. 

I want no compensation as I research and write for pleasure. You may telephone 
Leslie Elam, Director of the American Numismatic Society in New York City 
(212-234-3130), if the idea appeals to you. You would have to condense and 
popularize the article to suit your needs. It is 50 pages long and illustrated. Either 
Leslie Elam or I will send you the completed page proof of the article promptly 
if you like the idea. It will be sent to no other newspaper or magazine if you want 
to use it. 

My telephone at home is 314-727-0850 and my office is 314-331-6540. My Fax 
is 314-727-0820 or 314-331-6554. 

Please let me hear from you promptly if this appeals to you. 



Eric P. Newman 






EPNrbv 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


May 26, 1995 


Mr. Malcolm S. Forbes, Jr. 

Forbes Magazine 
60 Fifth Avenue 
New York, NY 10011 

Dear Mr. Forbes: 

Donald H. Straszheim, chief economist at Merrill-Lynch, suggested that I write 
you to submit the idea for an article in Forbes based upon a monograph I have 
written entitled The Dollar $ign: Its Written and Printed Origins . It is based upon 
new research and will be published by the American Numismatic Society in about 
4 weeks in one of its scholarly books. 

The subject matter has not been presented in any popular manner for many decades 
so far as I know. It should be of unusual interest to your readers as few ever think 
about the origin of the $ sign but use it continually. 

I want no compensation as I research and write for pleasure. You may telephone 
Leslie Elam, Director of the American Numismatic Society in New York City 
(212-234-3130), if the idea appeals to you. You would have to condense and 
popularize the article to suit your needs. It is 50 pages long and illustrated. Either 
Leslie Elam or I will send you the completed page proof of the article promptly 
if you like the idea. It will be sent to no other newspaper or magazine if you want 
to- use it. 

My telephone at home is 314-727-0850 and my office is 314-331-6540. My Fax 
is 314-727-0820 or 314-331-6554. 

Please let me hear from you promptly if this appeals to you. 



Eric P. Newman 


EPN:bv 




The-Americaw-Numismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED 1858 • INCORPORATED 1865) 

Broadway at 155 th -Street 


New York-N.Y. 10032 


I hereby transfer and assign solely 
to The American Numismatic Society 
the copyright for: 


"A Restated Opinion on the Origin of the 1804 Dollar and the 1804 
Eagle Proofs" 

in: America's Silver Dollars , COAC Proceedings No. 9 


*1 prefer to hold the copyright on 
this article 



Date 


tram 



Eric P. Newman 


Should you so decide, we shall forward to you an original and 
two copies of the instrument of assignment, completed and signed 
on behalf of the Society. To record the transfer, you are required 
to send the original to the Register of Copyrights with your check 
for $10 plus 50 cents for each printed page over six (Section 
708(a)(4)). 

On receipt of a signed copy of the instrument of assignment, the 
Society will thereafter refer all requests for permission to 
reprint to you. 








Kenneth Bressett 

Post Office Box 60145 
Colorado Springs, CO 80960 


June 7, 1995 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric, 

Thank you for sending the offprints of your articles that 
appeared in the 1993 ANA COAC publication. They are very 
much appreciated, and will become a significant part of my 
cherished library. 

It sure was great fun working on the 1804 dollar book, and 
all of the many other things we have done together. I hope 
there will be many more such opportunities. 

I just got my copy of the COAC book, and a supply of the 
offprints. Will send along a couple for your entertainment. 
Let me know if you need more. 

See you soon in Anaheim. I'm looking forward to the special 
banquet honoring our mutual friend Dave Bowers. Bert and I 
will be there. I understand that you have already reserved. 


Peace, 

" 12 


Ken Bressett 


Kenneth Bressett + Numismatic Research Center + Fax (719) 579-8012 + Tel (719) 579-8217 




Harry W. Bass, Jr. 

D Aii Li as , Texas 75225 

Tel (214) 696-0557 
Fax (214) 696-6104 


June 7, 1995 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecii Avenue 
St. Louis, MO 63105 

Dear Eric: 

Thank you very, very much for the offprint of your COAC Appendix #1, dealing with the 
coins of 1804. 

I know that you have been working on this for some time, and I am pleased that the Harry 
W. Bass Research Foundation was able to be of assistance to you in this endeavor. 


[Cordially, 



